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Clearance Officer, United States
Department of Justice, Information
Management and Security Staff, Justice
Management Division, Suite 1220,
Washington Center, 1331 G Street, NW,
Washington, DC 20530.

Dated: December 21, 1999.
Brenda E. Dyer,

Department Deputy Clearance Officer,
Department of Justice.

[FR Doc. 99-33549 Filed 12—27-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-AT-M

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Drug Enforcement Administration

Manufacturer of Controlled
Substances; Notice of Application

Pursuant to Section 1301.33(a) of Title
21 of the Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR), this is notice that on November
4, 1999, Celgene Corporation, 7 Powder
Horn Drive, Warren, New Jersey 07059,
made application by renewal to the
Drug Enforcement Administration
(DEA) for registration as a bulk
manufacturer of methylphenidate (1724)
a basic class of controlled substance
listed in Schedule II.

The firm plans to manufacture
methylphenidate for product research
and development.

Any other such applicant and any
person who is presently registered with
DEA to manufacture such substance
may file comments or objections to the
issuance of the proposed registration.

Any such comments or objections
may be addressed, in quintuplicate, to
the Deputy Assistant Administrator,
Office of Diversion Control, Drug
Enforcement Administration, United
States Department of Justice,
Washington, DC 20537, Attention: DEA
Federal Register Representative (CCR),
and must be filed no later than February
28, 2000.

Dated: December 16, 1999.
John H. King,
Deputy Assistant Administrator, Office of
Diversion Control, Drug Enforcement
Administration.
[FR Doc. 99-33648 Filed 12—27-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-09-M

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Drug Enforcement Administration

Manufacturer of Controlled
Substances; Notice of Registration

By Notice dated August 6, 1999, and
published in the Federal Register on
August 20, 1999, (64 FR 45564),
Guilford Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 6611

Tributary Street, Baltimore, Maryland
21224, made application by renewal to
the Drug Enforcement Administration
(DEA) to be registered as a bulk
manufacturer of cocaine (9041), a basic
class of controlled substance listed in
Schedule II

The firm plans to manufacture
methyl-3-beta-(4-
trimethylstannylphenyl)-tropane-2-
carboxylate as a final intermediate for
the production of dopascan injection.

DEA has considered the factors in
Title 21, United States Code, Section
823(a) and determined that the
registration of Guilford Pharmaceuticals
to manufacture the listed controlled
substance is consistent with the public
interest at this time. DEA has
investigated the firm on a regular basis
to ensure that the company’s continued
registration is consistent with the public
interest. These investigations have
included inspection and testing of the
conpany’s physical security systems,
audits of the company’s records,
verification of the company’s
compliance with state and local laws,
and a review of the company’s
background and history. Therefore,
pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 823 and 28 CFR
0.100 and 0.104, the Deputy Assistant
Administrator, Office of Diversion
Control, hereby orders that the
application submitted by the above firm
for registration as a bulk manufacturer
of the basic class of controlled substance
listed above is granted.

Dated: December 16, 1999.
John H. King,

Deputy Assistant Administrator, Office of
Diversion Control, Drug Enforcement
Administration.

[FR Doc. 99-33645 Filed 12—27-99; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4410-09-M

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Drug Enforcement Administration
[Docket No. 96-10]

Wesley G. Harline, M.D.; Continuation
of Registration With Restrictions

On October 27, 1995, the Deputy
Assistant Administrator, Office of
Diversion Control, Drug Enforcement
Administration (DEA) issued an Order
to Show Cause to Wesley Harline, M.D.
(Respondent) of Ogden, Utah, notifying
him of an opportunity to show cause as
to why DEA should not revoke his DEA
Certificate of Registration AH1650248
and deny any pending applications for
renewal of such registration as a
practitioner pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 823(f)
and 824(a)(4), for reason that his

continued registration would be
inconsistent with the public interest.

By letter dated December 14, 1995,
Respondent, through counsel, filed a
request for a hearing, and following
prehearing procedures, a hearing was
held in Salt Lake City, Utah on April 1
through 3 and May 6 through 8, 1997,
and by telephone in Salt Lake City and
Arlington, Virginia, on August 18
through 21, 1997, before Administrative
Law Judge Mary Ellen Bittner. At the
hearing both parties called witnesses to
testify and introduced documentary
evidence. After the hearing both parties
submitted proposed findings of fact,
conclusions of law and argument.

In this brief, Respondent’s counsel
included findings based upon evidence
that was not introduced at the hearing.
On January 5, 1998, the Government
filed a Motion to Strike Post Record
Evidence from Respondent’s Proposed
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law
and Argument. On January 21, 1998,
Respondent filed his Opposition to
Government’s Motion to Strike Post
Record Evidence, and in the alternative,
Motion to Reopen the Record.

On April 2, 1999, Judge Bittner issued
her Opinion and Recommended Ruling
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law
and Decision (Opinion), granting the
Government’s motion to strike the
additional evidence, denying
Respondent’s motion to reopen the
record, and recommending that
Respondent’s DEA Certificate of
Registration be revoked and any
pending applications be denied. On
June 14, 1999, Respondent filed
exceptions to Judge Bittner’s Opinion
and on August 2, 1999, the Government
filed its response to Respondent’s
exceptions. Thereafter, on August 10,
1999, Judge Bittner transmitted the
record of these proceedings to the
Deputy Administrator.

While this matter was pending with
the Deputy Administrator, Respondent
submitted a letter dated November 4,
1999, responding to the Government’s
response to his exceptions and formally
moving that the record be reopened to
allow additional evidence to be
considered. As will be discussed more
fully below, the Acting Deputy
Administrator denies Respondent’s
motion to reopen the record and has not
considered Respondent’s letter dated
November 4, 1999, in rendering his
decision in this matter.

The Acting Deputy Administrator has
considered the record in its entirety,
and pursuant to 21 CFR 1316.67, hereby
issues his final order based upon
findings of fact and conclusions of law
as hereinafter set forth. The Acting
Deputy Administrator adopts, except as



